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I. Introduction

Spinning projectiles contairing liquid payloads have shown spectacular instabilities in
flizht. The first theoretical work by Stewartsonl!! in 1959 showed that a spinning inviscid
liquid could exert a very large side moment for certain values of r, the ratio of coning rate
to spin rate (symbols are defined in the List of Symbols near the back of this report). In
1965 Wedemeyer!? added a boundary laver on the container walls; his predicted values of
the resonant side moment wer= verifizd by experiments usiag gyroscopes. This Stewartson-
Wedemeser (SW) boundary-layer theory was originally limiied to pressure moments, fully-
or partially-filled cylindrical cavities, and fully spun-up liquids. Later authors®®-* extended
tue theory to include central rods, viscous moments, partially spun-up liquids, two immis-
cible liquids, and fully-filled spheroidal cavities. In addition, a relation between liquid
side moment and liquid roll moment was derived! to justify experimental observation of
a correlation between these moments.

In 1978 Kitchens, Gerber and Sedney!!¥ deveioped a hybrid linear Navier-Stokes the-
ory (hereafier called KGS) that satisfied the boundary conditions on the cylindrical wall
exactly by solving a sixth-crder system of ordinary differential equations. but it required
the addivion of boundary layers on the end-walls to satisfy the no-slip condition cn these
walls. This hybrid high-Reynolds-number theory has been extended to predict the com-
plete moment exerted by both fully spun-up liquids!*!**? and partially spun-up liquids.[*3:14

For very low Reynolds numbers (Re < 100), Vaughn et al.'$], Sirikwerda et al.[1817
and Rosenblat et al.l'¥ have developed Computaticnal Fluid Dynamics (CFD) codes to
predict moments for a fully-filled cylinder coning at a constant angle. These predic-

tions showed good agreemeni with experiments, but this CFD approach requires consider- .

able time on large computing machines. Herbert(!%?! developed an approximate spectral
method that requires rather modest computational effort and gives good agreement with
the more precise CFD results for Re < 100.

Hall, Sedney and Gerber(?!! have recently modified the hybrid Navier-Stokes theory
to elitninate the approximation of the end-wall boundary conditions. This was done by re-
placing the simple Stewartson- Wedemeyer spatial eigenvalues by special eigenvalues whose
eigenfunctions can be combined to satisfy all the boundary conditions. Once a table
of eigenvalues has been constructed, this HSG method can compute liquid moments for
Re < 2500 on VAX 8600-size computers in less than five minutes. These computations
show exce .ent agreement with the CFD calculationsl*¥ for Re < 100 and good agreement
with the boundary-layer theories for Re > 2000.

The KGS and HSB theories are limited to a fully- filled cylindrical container performing
constant-amplitude coning motion. In this report, we will extend these theories to partially-
filled cylinders and to cylinders with a central rod. We will also allow the amplitude of the

motion to change slowly. Next, we will extend the theories to the case of two immiscible
liquids.

In the implementation of the SW, KGS and HSG theories, the liquid moment has
usually been computed by integrating the pressure and wall shears over the surface of the
cylindrical container. A mathematically equivalent approach is to integrate the angular




momentum over the liquid volume and then differentiate this integral. It will be shown that
for the essentially exact HSG theory, the two metbods - surface and volume integration
- yield the same value for the liquid moment. However, for the less exact SW and KGS
theories, the volume integral method gives much ‘better’ moment values, in the sense that
they are in closer agreement with HSG results. Indeed, using the volume integral, the
SW theory adequately approximates HSG results down to Re = 500 and KKGS adequately
approximates HSG down to Re = 1.

II. Equations of Liquid Motion

We will consider a projectile with a cylindrical cavity of radius a and height 2¢ and
hence of fineness ratio A = ¢/a. The axis of the cylinder is collinear with the projectile’s
axis and the cylinder center of mass is located a distance A from the projectile’s center of
mass. For simplicity, we will assume that h = 0; the cffect of a nonzero h will be considered
in Appendix A.

Tf the cavity is only partially filled, if the liquid is fully spun-up and if the centrifugal
force is large compared to the aerodynamic forces, then in the absence of coning motion
the liquid will fill the space between the outer cylindrical wall and an inner cylindrical free
surface of radius . The ratio of the volume of this inner cylinder to the volume of the
payload cavity i3 b*/a?. The fill ratio for the payload cavity is thus 1 — 4?/a?.

In addi’’on ‘¢ fully and partially filled cylindricai payload cavities, the case of a
cylindrical cavity with a central rod of radius d can be easily treated by the linear theory.
The annular region between the inner and outer cylindrical walls will be considered fully
filled with liquid.

Although the differential equations of motion are most conveniently expressed in earth-
fixed coordinates, the boundary conditions are best expressed in cylindrical coordinates
aligned with the projectile’s axis of symmetry. Symmetry-axis coordinates have one free
parameter: angular velocity about the symmetry axis. If this angular velocity is chosen
to be the projectile’s spin rate, the system is the usual missile-fixed coordinate system. If
this argular velocity is chosen to be zero, we have the nonspinaing aeroballistic system
used in the flight mechanics of symmetric missiles(®).

Earth-fixed axes X,, Y., Z, are selected so that .\, is init.ally along the velocity vector?
and the .Y-axis of the missile-aligned system will be along the projectile’s axis of symmetry.
The angle between the X and X, axes is the total angle of attack, a,. The angle between
the Z,-axis and the normal to the plane formed by X and X, will be called ¢,, where bq is

the precessional rate of the angular motion performed by the projectile about the velocity
vector.

ithough the angular motion of a projectile does not in general have a constant pre-
cessional rate, it can be shown that the linear niotion is the sum of two circular motions
with constant precessional rates. The objective of all liquid payload theories is to predict

'In this report, we aseume that the velocity vector maintains a constant direction. The effects of serodynamic forces and
gTavity are given in Reference (23}.




the liquid moment rasponse to constant-precession angular motion. For these theories,
projectile-aligned coordinates that rotate at the precessional rate (coning aeroballistic co-
ordinates) are especially convenient since tne boundary conditions are then independent
of time.

Let (é;,¢é,,¢.) be unit vectors in the earth-fixed system and let (é;c, €y, ésc) be unit
vectors in the coning aeroballistic system. These unit vectors are related as follows:

€z = 7&,_ - K(éy cos ¢a + é,sin ¢a) (1)
éie = Ké+v(é,co8¢s+é,sinds) (2)
P = —€,3in¢y + €, 08¢, (3)

where
K =sinay, v =cosay

The angular velocity € of the coning aeroballistic coordinate system is defined by the
relation

(étcv éyca éxc) = ﬁ X (érm éyca ett) (4)

It can be easily verified that
G = T&[é: = (eX/7)és] (5)
€ = Yér+ Kéy (6)

where

e ¢ is the projectile spin rate relative to an inertial frame;
o1 =4, / ¢, the ratio of the precessional rate to the spin rate; and

o K = Kye™. Hence eré =K /K and we see that ¢ is a measure of the logarithmic
damping during a precession cycle. Zero ¢ denotes constant-amplitude coning motion.

Cylindrical coordinates will be denoted by (z,r,8) in the earth-fixed system and by

(%,7,%) in the coning aeroballistic system. (For convenience, we will assume that all length

variables have been made dimensionless by division by the radius a.) From Eqs.(1-3), we
have

T = 4i+7Kcosy )
rcosd = Flcos(¥p + da) + (v - 1) cos ¥ cos 4, — K cos éq (8)
rsind = Flsin(y + ¢o) + (v - 1)cos Y sind,] — K sin ¢, (9)
For small K, Eqs.(7-9) reduce to
z = #+7R{Ke %) (10)
r = F-iR{Ke™¥) (11)
sin(Y - ) = —(2/F)R{iKe %) (12)




where

Y = 0-¢a=0"’7¢
6 = ot
$a = @at

and where R{ } denotes the real part of a complex quantity.

The coning cylindrical components of the velocity of a poiat on the projectile are
given by

EF =0 (13)
F =0 (14)
fp = FP(l-7) (15)

The earth-fixed cylindrical components of the velocity can be obtained by differentiating
Eqs.(10-12):

V. = adR{i(f - 1)rk"} (16)
V. = —adR{i(f - 1)zK"} (17)
Vo = adlr — R{(f - 1)zK"}] (18)

where
K* = KC—‘* = Koei(l"’)
f = (1-1€r

We will now make the very restrictive assumption that the liquid is in steady-state
response to the coning and spinning motion of the projectile. Theoretical studies(*$! have
been made and are in progress to determine the effect of partially spun-up liquid, and an
experimental study(®!l has been r:ade of the transient response to coning moticn. These
studies show that spin-up and cone-up effects are large and important to a complete
understanding of the liquid-payload stability problem.

Nevertheless, we will assume that the liquid velocity components and liquid pressure
have the same dependency on time and 8 as do the velocity components of points on the
projectile. Accordingly, we introduce three dimensionless complex perturbation velocities:
w, %, ¥, each a function of r and z, and write:

Vs = -adR{uk"} (19)
V. = —apR{ul"} (20)
Vo = aé [r - R{zA"}) (21)

The equilibrium pressure for a spinning non-coning cylinder is

2 3

p«=po+m.a’$’[ — }(rosrsl) (22)




e ro is either b/a or d/a,
e oL is the liquid density.

When the cylinder is performing coning motion, the outer cylindrical wall is located at
7 = 1. The equivalent earth-fixed radial coordinate of the wall is

r.=1-R{zK"} (23)

The expression for the earth-fixed radial coordinate of a central rod is similar in form to
(23):

r, =rg— R{zR"} (24)
For a coning, partially filled cylinder, the free surface of the liquid is a slightly perturbed
version of a cylindrical surface of radius ro:

ry = roll = R{n,(z)K"}] (25)

To determine 7,, note that the free surface moves with the radial velocity of the liquid at
r = ro. Hence differentiaticn of Eq.(25) yields

V, = —roR{fing(z)af# - Ve/ro) — Vil K7} (26)
Thus ”
tL ro,T)
1(z) = e (27)

The complex liquid pressure perturbation functmn p is, therefore, defined by the relation

] : —
p = po+ prat? [ oL }], (Frury S+ S 72) (28)

The linearized Navier-Stokes equations for these perturbation functions are

ru) . . ow
o Cetry = 0 (29)

(f-Du-2y = @ .}_[Qz_g+azn+l@_w] (30)

61' Re {Or? Q92! ror ri

i(f-Du+2u = -rg };c [arz + g:’: + %% - 2‘(!&r‘; iu)] (31)
. 0,
i(f-Dw = 32 + = [(Z:f + a:f + :Z‘f :‘: (32)

Each of the four perturbation f{unctions can now be assumed to be the sum of products of -

two variables: the first a functicn of r alone and the second a function of z alone:

N
w = (1= firHe(z) - Z Wa(r)Hi(z) (23)
k=0
: 2 N
Y = [ (i " ? ] Go(z) + gﬂk(r)(}';,(z) (34)




C {%Tf})‘] Go(z) + 3 84(r)Gil(2) (35)

k=0
p = —(1-f)rGo(z) + kz\;ﬁk(r)ck(l) (36)
In References [4, 10-12],
for Mo=0, Ho = 1 and Go=12 (37)
for M #0, Hy = cos(Aez) and G = sin(A,x) (38)
while in HSG, Reference 21},
for =0, Hy = 1 and Gp=1=z (39)

for A #0, Hy = cos(Aez)/sin(AeAd) and Gi = sin(Az)/ sin(AA) (40)

The Ai’s are complex parameters arising from this classical separation-of-variables tech-
nique and will be evaluated so as to help satisfy the boundary conditions. (The values so
determined will be referred to as eigenvalues.) The coefficients of Hy and Gy in Eqs.(33-36)
are special perturbation functions for Ao = 0. In the low-viscosity theories of References
4, 10-12):

lz‘o=&o=ﬁo=130=0 (41)

Eqs.(33-36) can be substituted in Eqs.(29-32) to obtain

T + Uy — 10k + Agrie = 0 (42)

(Re) iy + ay/r — (B +r" )i + 21 +i(r*Re) "o = B, (43)
(Re)™' (o4 + D /r = (B+r")o]) =21 +i(r*Re) Nie = —ipi/r (44)
(Re) [} + wi/r -~ Bi] = ~Meaps (45)

where

B = r 4+l -i(1~f)Re

Ay = 0
Aaa = 1
A=z = Ay, K#O

() = d()/dr

These equations can be put in canonical form by the introduction of six new sets of

variables Z,, that satisfy the differential equations and a sct of constant multipliers ¢, that .
will be used to satisfy the boundary conditions:
feeZu(r) = 1 (46) .
feeZu(r) = ik —1vs (47)
feelZu(r) = 0 (48)
fc;,Z“(Y‘) = ziu, (49)
fcka.(r) = u‘;L (50)

fexZa(r) = pi (51)




For these new variables, Eqs.(42-45) become

% = =Za/r—=IaZu (52)
Zp = =Zufr—MaZy—iZs (53)
24 = 2ARe+ir ) Zu+i(B +172) (2% — Zut)

—-ng/r - (iRe/T)Zsk ' (54)

o = Zsk (55)

;g = BZu- Zsk/" - f\szCZsk (56)
2t = (Re)y'=BZu + (2iRe = r™ ) Zak = Z)

+iZ3k /T — A1 Zsi (57

III. Boundary Conditions

The boundary condition on 2ach wall of the container is that the liquid must have the
same velocity as the wall: '

On the cylindrical wall (7 = 1)

w(l,z) = (1-/) (58)
wl,z) = -i(l-flz (59)
wlz) = —-(1-f) ‘ (60)
while on the two end-walls (2 = = A)
w(r,x4) = i(1-f)r (61)
u(r,x4) = Fi(l1-f)4 (62)
ur,24) = F(1-f)4 (63)

For a fully-filled container, the conditions on the axis are{1%
w(0,z) = u(0,z) — ix(0,z) = p(0,z) =0 ' (64)

On the free boundary of a partially filled container, the tangential shear should vanish and
the norrnal stress should be the inner pressure, py.

(Rc)" [82(;:, 3) _ i[n(ro, 1') :o iu(ro, 3)]] = 0 (65)
(Re)-l [M(ar'(-hx) + 3u(;;,:t)] =0 (66)
plronz) + TR _gpo W3 (67
The no-slip conditions at the rod reduce to:
w(ro,z) = (1~ flro (68)
u(ro,2) = ~i(1-f)z (69)
Yro,z) = —(1-f)z (70)




IV. Low-Viscosity Solutions

For high Reynolds numbers (Re > 5000), three distinct solutions have been cbtained
to the preceding differential equations and boundary conditions:

1. Stewartson (S) inviscid solution;
2. Stewartson-Wedemeyer (SW) inviscid solution modified by wall boundary layers;

3. Kitchens-Gerber-Sedney (KGS) linear Navier-Stokes solution with end-wall boundary
layers.

In all three methods, co = 0 and the Ao perturbation function for w is i(1 — f)r, a choice
that satisfies the inhomogeneous normal end-wall boundary condition, Eq.(61).

1. Stewartson (S) Solution

For infinite Reynolds number, Egs.(52-57) reduce to:

2y = =Zu/r—MZa (1)

Zg = =1+ )2 +2iZn (72)
_ _(Q+ 2w tZ6x

Zy = 1= f + T=f)r (73)
_ YV

Zu = 1—7 7 (74)

i : 2
Zy = {Ll‘i;[')"z—t + [;15 - Ig%] Zon} Q-1 (75)
A 212,
Za = w60+ HZu - =22 (76)

The normal velocity at the flat end-walls, Eq.(61), can be satisfied by

= 0, k=24,6,.. (17)
A = -li k=123,..N 78
k= 244’ = dyeydy . ( )

Since the perturbation functions vanish for even k, we will take N to be odd and consider
only the (N+1)/2 odd k values 1,3,5,...,N both in this section and in the discussions of
the SW and KGS solutions that follow. It is interesting to note that the second-order
differential equation for Zg4 that can be obtained from Eqs.(71-74):

r’Z;'.+rZé.+{[(1”Xs_fm] r’—l}zu.=o (79)

(1=-f)

is essentially Bessel’s equation of order 1. Thus the six 2 jx'8 are linear combinations of the
Bessel functions J, and Y; and their derivatives; these combinations are given in Table 1.




Next, the normal velocity at the cylindrical wall, Eq.(59), can be satisfied by Eq.(34)
when

Zu(1) =1, c = fa (80)
where f B _2i(1 - f)
T 1+f

and where the a;’s are the coefficients of a least-squares fit of x to a sine series:

N
= Z aka(;z)
k=1

Since ax = 0 for k even, the ci’s of Eqs.(77) and (80) are compatible.
The second boundary condition for Eqs.(71-74) is
(a) for a fully-filled cylinder:
| Zex(0) =0 (81)
(b) for a partially-filled cylinder:

Z.T()Zu(ro) - ifof
1-f 2

Zel,(ro) + (82)

(¢) for a cylinder with a central rod:
Zu(ro) =1 (83)

2. Stewartson-Wedemeyer (SW) Solution

The Stewartson inviscid solution couldn’t satisfy the tangential velocity conditions on
the container walls. In 1965 Wedemeyer introduced three oscillatory boundary layers on
these walls. These boundary layers created small viscous contributions to the liquid mo-
ment, but more importantly they modified the larger inviscid pressure moment term. The
boundary layers caused an outflow velocity that changed the normal velocity conditions
for the inviscid solution. The presence of the boundary layers on the end walls modifies
the eigenvalues, Ay, and the Fourier coefficients, cx (see Appendix C). The boundary layer
on the lateral, cylindrical wall modifies the boundary condition on 24(1) (see Appendix
D). Equations (59) and (61) for the inviscid velocity become:

b.ea  Oui(1,2)

w(to) - 23 o, (3)
wirx4) - 620 EA) gy (85)
where
1+i

b = /2(1 - f)Re




—(1 +19) 1+ f +i(3—f)
2(1-—f)\/°Re V3-f Vi+f
1-

n=1 for acentral rod; 2 otherwise

5. =

2 = 1+"’

er = exp((ro—1)/4]

For the central rod, a fourth boundary layer modifies Eq.(69):

robaez ) Ou(ro, 9:)
x 1-— 86
o) + (22 ) 0D < i1 - e (56)

Eqgs.(84-86) change Eqs. (78,80,83) to the following:
cos(AeA) + Mb. sin(Aed) = 0, (k odd) (87)
66221, (1)
= 88
Zw(1) - T-tc, 1 (88)
robae ,
Zux(ro) + ({04712) Z(ro) = 1 (89)
A good approximate solution of Eq.(87) for the cigenvalucs is given by
km
Ay N

£~ A3, (90)

Eq.(90) yields estimates for solviug Eq.(87) iteratively for exact values of A;. The ap-
proximation (90), however, is only valid for [6.| << A, in which case the cosine in (87) is
nearly zero. For low Reynolds numbers, a solution of Eq.(87) exists for which the cosine
has significantly larger magnitude.[?’l An adequate first estimate of this special eigenvalue,
is given by

A~ %i/6. for |\, —1] > 0.1 (91)

where the sign is chosen so that the real part of A, is positive (usually the minus sign for
r < 1 and the plus sign for r > 1). This special eigenvalue and its associated eigenfunctions
should be included in all summations of the eigenfunctions for boundary conditions and
moment coefficients.

The SW solution gives excellent agreement with experiments for Re > 5, 000.

3. Kitchens-Gerber-Sedney (KGS) Solution

The KGS solution employs the full linearized Navier-Stokes equations [Eqs.(52-57)],
but retains the Wedemeyer end-wall boundary layers. This allows the use of the easily
computed SW eigenvalues of Eq.(87). The cylindrical boundary layer is climinated and
conditions (58-60) are satisfied exactly. The boundary conditions on the Z;;'s at the outer
wall are:

Zu(l) = 0 (92)
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Zu(l) = 1, a=fa (93)

Note that ci/ax is the same as in both the S and SW solutions. The inner boundary
conditions are: :

(a) for a fully-filled cylinder:?
ng(()) = qu(O) = Zek(O) = 0

(b) for a partially-filled cylinder:

|
o

roZsk(ro) = 122k(ro) =
MeZik(ro) = Zsi(re) = M

(722:) [iZsk(r0) = MeZax(ro)] = _irof

Zaro) + 220

(c) for a cylinder with a central rod:

Z”,(ro) = 1
Za(ro) = Zu(ro) = O

The KGS solution is probably better than the SW solution cince it depends on fewer
boundary-layer approximations; however, KGS has been limited to applications for which
Re > 1000. An important characteristic of the KGS method is the fact that it can be
modified to give an exact low-Reyrolds-number solution (the HSG solution).

V. High-Viscosity (HSG) Solution

In the low viscosity solutions, the k = 0 sulution was selected to satisfy the boundary
conditions at the flat end-walls. The A:’s were then the eigenvalues of the differential
equations for functions of z. The boundary conditions on the cylindrical wall were then
satisfied by a Fourier series fit of these functions.

The HSG method reverses this process. The k = 0 so:ution is selected to satisfy the
boundary conditions on the cylindrical surface. The Ai’s become the eigenvalues of the

differential equations for functions of r and the end-wall boundary conditions are satisfied
by a least-squares fit t_ eigenfunctions of r.

The conditions for the k = 0 perturbation functions are:
(a) in general:
Z 10( 1) = 1
3For computstional reasons, conditions are not specified at ths singular point r = 0 but at some small preitive value rg. The
derivatives 2, ,Z;, and Z;, can be obtained from Eqe.(53,55,57) to improve the approximations used. Actually, Refarence 10

used & power series in r with as many as thirty terms (o relats conditions at r = 0 to thovn at r = ro. If rg is taken small
enough, one or two terms seem to be sufficient.
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Zzo(l)=Z4o(l) = 0
e = f

(b) for a fully-filled cylinder:

(c) for 2 partially-filled cylinder:

r0Z30(ro) — 1Z30(ro) = 0
Zio(ro) = Zso(ro) = 1
if‘oZm(To) 22230(7‘0) _ E{
1-f  Re -T2

Zeo(ro) +

(d) for a cylinder with a central rod:

Zm(ro) = 1
Zzo("o) = Z4o(f'o)

The conditions for the k # 0 perturbation functions are:

(a) in general:
Zw(1) = Z(1) = Zu(1) =0 (95)

(b) for a fully-filled cylinder:
Z3(0) = Z4x(0) = Zex(0) =0 (96)

(¢) for a partially-filled cylinder:

*0Z3:(ro) = 1Zax(ro) = O (97)
AeZ1k(r0) = Zsi(re) = O (98)
Zou(ro) + ’-’1’15‘:"-(}’-‘12 - (&) EZa(ro) = MZulrol] = 0 (99)
(d) for a cylinder with a central rod:
Zik(r0) = Zax(ro) = Z4x(ro) =0 (100)

For all three inner boundary conditions, the solutions to Eqs.(52-57) must satisfy the
homogeneous boundary conditions; hence these solutions are usually identically zero. We
can, however, select A, so that other solutions are possible. In particular, we will replace
the conditions Z;,(1) = 0 by Zsx(1) = 1 and obtain a set of solutions for particular values of
Ax. This can be done by a numerical orthonormalization process available in a very general
and flexible code called SUPORT."?® This code allows the calculation of Z;x(1) as a function
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of M\i. The value of \; that males Z;,4(1) zero is an eigenvalue whose eigenfunctions satisfy
all the boundary conditions on the inner and outer cylindrical surfaces, r = ro, 1.

The actual determination of the eigenfunctions is a delicate process. A simple Newton
iterative method (strictly speaking, the regula falss method®”!) has been coded; it will
converge rapidly to an eigenvalue if a good initial gness is available. Hall et al. showed(*}
that for a fully-filled cylinder, each eigenvalue falls into one of three families. Figure 1
(from Reference [21]) shows 72 of these eigenvalues for Re = 1000, 7 = 0.1. (Note that
eigenvalue (3,1) is a maverick in this three-family concept.)

For Re = 10 and r = 0, the 72 eigenvalues nearest the origin in the half-plane R{A:} >
0 were computed by a numerical search process; these 72 eigenvalues are tabulated in Table
2. From thzse values, additional sets of eigenvalues were generated by taking small steps
in both Re and r. The resulting eigenvalue data base has been stored on our VAX/8600
computer. For the fully-filled cylinder, this base consists of 6216 files, each file containing
72 eigenvalues for a specified pair of values (Re,r). There are 148 specified Re values:

1 to 20 in steps of 1 [ 20 Re values]
30 to 100 in steps of 10 [ 8 Re values]
120 to 2500 in steps of 20 [ 120 Re values]

and 42 r values:

-1 to -.40 in steps of .10
~.35 to =~.10 in steps of .05
0 to .10 in steps of .01
.15 to .45 in steps of .05
.50 to 1.50 in steps of .10

7 values]
6 values]
11 values]
7 values]
11 values]

[an N aa o N an N o ]

yielding the 148 x 42 = 6216 files. By interpolating entries in these files, our program
obtains good estimates of the 72 eigenvalues when 1 < Re < 2500 and -1 < 7 < 1.5.

These starting values allow computation of the 72 eigenvalues in less than five minutes on
the VAX.

Similar though not as extensive data bases have been established for the partially-
filled cylinder and for the cylinder with a central rod. For both the partially-filled and
central-rod cases, files have been created for 1 < Re < 2500 and 0 < 7 < 0.14 and for
ro = 0.1 and 0.3. Three-way interpclation (for Re,  and rp) then yields good eigenvalue
guesses within the specified parameter region.

Once the eigenfunctions are available, they can be used to satisfy the conditions on
the end-walls by a proper selection of the ¢;’s:

N
Y aZi(rige = Ri=Af{1 = Zi(r)] (101)

k=1




N X
Y ckZauir)gx = Ry=—AfZxo(r) (102)

k=1
N X
Z cxZa(rYhe = Ry = —fZoo(r) (103)
k=1 )
where
g = Gi(A)
he = Hi(4)

As can be seen from Table 2, the imaginary part of \; can be quite large and the use of
definition (38) for G, and H, would cause g and h; to have extremely large magnitudes.
Definition (40) avoids this difficulty.

The ci’s are selected? to give the least-squares fit of Eqs.(101-103), where the function
ta be minimized is

l -
R=/ (I aZu~-R P+ aZu—- R P+ cZahe = Ry Pjrdr  (104)

The quality of the resulting fit is measured by the error e, where
e = (R/Ro)""? (105)

and where R, is the value of R for ¢, = 0:
1
Ro= [{IRy[*+| R +| Rs P}r dr
ro

If e < .05, the fit is reasonably good and we have enough eigenfunctions (that is, the value
assigned to N is adequate).

VI. Equations for Two Immiscible Liquids

If two immiscible liquids are fully spun-up in a cylindrical container at zero coning
angle, they will be separated by a cylindrical interface. At this interface, r = r;, the density
and kinematic viscosity will jurnp from the inner-liquid values (pq,17) to the outer-liquid
values (py,v1). The density p, = pp will be used to nondimensionalize the pressure. The
symbol Re will denote the Reynolds number of the outer liquid.

For small-amplitude coning motion, the interface is described by:
ro =r[l = R{p (z2)\°}] (106)

where '
- 1“(7.1 [} I)

)= gy

3Other posaible selection criteria for the cy's are given in Reference 21. In most cases where the fit is good, the resulting
. computed side moment is essentially the same.




The pressure relation (28) assumes two forms, one for each sidz of the interface:

p=p _ =1} - _
oralgt q:[ ) - R{pK }], O(orrjorr,)<r<r
2 _ 3 1_ .3
- [rl 2 ro] +—5— - R{pK"}, risr<r. (107)
where
@ = /P
Differential equations (52-57) become
Zy = =Zu/r—Aalu (108)
e = —Zu/r = Xalu—iZa (109)
Zy = 2gnRe+ir NZu+i(B+r7) (20~ 2Zu)
~Zak/r — (igerRe/r)Zex ° (110)
w = Zsk (111)
2y = BZuy—Zs/r — M2grReZes (112)
ok = (qere)—l[‘thk + (219;, Re - r")(Zu - Zy)
+iZ3/r = A1 Zsi] (113)

where

B = rt4 /\2 — (1 ~ f)qa,Re
g2» = @a=t/y RSrsn
=1 rn<r

At the interface, the velocities and stresses are continuous; therefore,

w(ry,z) = w(rf,z) (114)

u(ri,z) = u(rf,z) (115)

vry,z) = urf,2) (116)

g3(Re)™! [au(g,z) _ i[n(rx‘,z): in(ri',x)]] = (Re)™! [an(g,z) _ i[y,(r{',z);- iy(rf, z))
1 : 1

(117)

(118)

qs(Re)" [alﬁ((;i,-’t) + al&(giaz)] = (Rc)"‘ [314&(;,:) + 611(32,:)]

TN [2("1-’3) + M(Trl—’ﬂ - 2(que)-‘@-(—;r-;—ﬁ-)-] = E(rrvz)‘*‘i—n'M—?(Re)-l du(rt, z)

1-f 1-f or
(119)
where
L L
P=—==—
2 H

the ratif) of th.t; Zn'ner and outer dynamic viscosities. Thus the pressure perturbation p and
the radial derivatives of ¢ and w have jump discontinuities at the interface.
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VII. Binary Solutions

1. Stewartson Inviscid Binary (SB) Solution

Eqs.(71-83) still apply, with the additional complication of a jump in the pressure term
at the interface r = r;. If we denote the birary perturbation functions for the pressure
and velocity by Zyxp and Zekg, Eqs.(115,119) reduce

AZys = 0 (120)

iry Zyves(ry) + iry f1
T—f 3

AZekg = (¢ = 1) | Zein(ry) + (121)

where

A = Oarp = Oyaer

These binary perturbation functions can be constructed from the single-liquid func-
tions by the following device:

Zus(r) = Zu(r)+alu(r), r<n

= Zu(r) + beZn(r), r>n (122
Zeip(r) = Zea(r)+ aeZi(r), r<n

= Za(r) +bZia(r), r>n (123)

where the Z7¢’s and Z)34’s are solutions of Eqs.(71-74) when each subscript ‘nk’ has been
replaced by ‘(n+6)k’ and the boundary conditions are

(a) in general:
Zu(ry) =1
Zn(l) = 0

(b) for a fully-filled cylinder:
2121‘(0) = 0
(c) for a partially-filled cylinder:

iroZ7k(7‘u) .

-5

Zrae(ro) +

(d} for a cylinder with a central rod:

Zu(ro) =0

Note that Z,5, has a jump discontinuity at r,. The Z7; and Z, functions can be
comruted by two calls to the SUPORT code: for 0 < r < ry (orry < r < ry) and for

ry < r < 1. The ai’s and b,'s are determined by Eqs.(120-121):
ay = 8;, (124)
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b Zok(r?) = aZaa(ry) + E(LIE(LJ‘)E] =(q =1) [Zsk(rl) + iry Zu(r) + iry f

125
1-f 2 (125)
Equations similar to (124-125) were used by Scott!?®! to obtain eigenfrequencies 73 for which
the inviseid liquid moment was infinite.

2. Stewartson-Wedemeyer Binary (SWB) Solution

If 3 # v,, the SWB method must use an average kinematic viscosity; this average

was chosen to be 2_ 2 (1=
vo(r? =1, n(l -
y, = 2m : rull=n (126)
From this, an average Reynolds number, Re,, and an average value, é., of é. can be
determined; the eigenvalues can then be computed from Eq.(87) for this average value. An
approximation for these eigenvalues is

~ Ax
* T (4= 6.)
Next, two additional boundary layers are inserted at the interface to satisfy the continuity
of the tangential stress, Eqs.(65-66). This, however, requires a discontinuity in the inviscid

radial velocity, since the outflow in the two boundary layers are not equal. Eqs.(120-121)
have new jump values in terms of the Stewartson pressure jump (A Zgep)s:

AZwup = (1-q)6F (128)

irnAZ
AZan = (AZom)s-z“rlT:j;‘bg (129)

A ‘(127)

where

9 .
F = {(1 +c§)AZ;b - :5_3_ [&"Zlk)] - gjﬁ} =
! rmx]

ar nj!
ea = ezp{(r —1)/4]

e = 0 (1+as+(1=gs)ed] = (1= )1 +¢d)é,
_ /2
gs = q:/‘h

Note that Eqs.(128-129) reduce to Eqs.(120-121) for §, = 0. The SWB ecquations in
this report are based on the assumption that the radial thickness of the inner liquid is
substantially greater than the boundary layer thickness; that is, ry —ro >> |6,]. Reference
7 considers the case where this assumption is invalid.

Finally, the presence of boundary layers on the cylinder wall and on the rod requires
new conditions on Z14(1) and Z74(1) for all cases:

6! ’ :

2u() - (£225) 240) = 1 - et fenns 22 (130)
dats , o :

Z7/,(1)-( 1_;’85) Zn(1) = -(zeaqso,/c.,)aa('azr"’) (131)
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where

es = [1+qs—(1—qs)e3)/[1+ g5+ (1= qs)cd]
eo = [14g5+(i—g5)]|[1 = es8a]

and on Zy(ry) and Zzi(rp) for the rod:

rod) ,
Zu.(l‘o) + (roi"db) lk(}-o) =1 (132)
Zalro) + rods_\ (r0) =0 (133)

where §, = 6,(1;‘/2.

Murphy{? used equations similar to (128) and (129) to compute liquid moments that
showed excellent agreement with experiment.

3. KGS Binary (KGSB) Solution

The KGSB solution uses the simple eigenvalucs of Eq.(127) but requires the ase of
Jjump conditions (117-118) in addition to the pressure jump conditions given by Eq.(119)
or (121). The three jump conditions for k = 1,2....,N are

Z3un(ry) = Zaus(r;) = AZus ( 34)
Zan(r?) = Zsun(ry) = AZus (135)
Zexn(ry) — Zexn(r;7) = AZas :136)

where

AZup = (g3 = D[Zaas(r;) ~iZup(r1)/r]
AZsus = (93 = D[ Zses(r7) ~ MeZues(r1) + A

and where AZgip is defined in Eq.(121).

In order to satisfy conditions (134-136), we need to introduce three sets of six auxiliary
functions, defined in Table 3. These functions are continuous in the velocity components.
Substitution in Eqs.(134-136) yields the values of d,, e, and fi. The resulting values of
(ZixB)i=1..8 can then be used to compute the liquid moment exerted by a binary liquid
payload.

4. HSG Binary (HSGB) Solution

In the KGSB solution, tho, tig, U0, and o were zero and the auxiliary functions of
Table 3 were used for positive k. For HSGB, the binary \o eigenfunctions must also be
computed by use of the auxiliary functions given in Table 3. The jump conditions for the
Ao eigenfunctions are

AZws = (g3 = ) Zs08(r]) = 1Z208(r1)/r] (137)
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AZws = (g5 = 1)[Zs0(r]) = Zaos(rs) + 1] | (138)

AZep = (n-1) [Zsos("x.) + irlfliaﬁrl) + ir;f} ~Hes o 1};5{03(7'1) (139)

| The jump conditions for the other eigenfunctions (k = 1,2,..., N) are
% AZup = (92— 1)[Zaes(ry) — 1 Z28(r1)/m1] (140)
AZup = (g3 = D[Zsn(r7) = MZun(ry)] (141)
AZas = (0 =1) [Zew(rf) + irlfliﬁ}rl)] _2Ags - 1}){?;:;3("1) (142)

These jump conditions are used to determine the necessary di’s, e;'s and f;,’s.- :The
resulting binary eigenfunctions are then used to satisfy the end-wall boundary conditions
of Eqs.(101-103); that is,

N -~

YocaZus(r)gy = R = Af[1- Zios(r)] (143)
k=1

N -~

Y cZun(r)ge = Ry=—~AfZsos(r) (144)
k=1

N -~
Z cxZus(r)he = Ry = ~fZyos(r) (145)
k=1

The ci's are then selected to fit Eqs.(143-145) so that R is minimized, where
1
R= / ] Eckz.w - R, '2 + ZCkZZkB -, Iz + ZCkZAthE - R ’2}" dr (146)
ro
and where

@ (r<ry)
=1 (r>n)

The error of the fit is computed by Eq.(105) with

q1»

1
Ro= [ aull RiP +| Ryl +| Ry [)r dr

. VIII. Liquid Moment

If a projectile is performing simple coning motion, the momet exerted on it by a fully
spun-up liquid payload can be defined in terms of thiree dimensionless moment coeflicients.

These coefficients are related to the liquid moment (Af,., M, M,:) in the coning coordinate
system as follows:

M., = n‘ll,a’é21‘C[,RMK2 (147)
My +iMye = mua®d*r[Crspr + iCrin K (148)
19
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where
my = 2malcpr

These three cocfficients - the liquid roll moment coefficient Crgryy, the liquid side moment
coefficient Crsar, and the liquid in-plane moment coefficient Cr as - are all functions of A,
r, ¢, Re and K%, The liquid side moment affects the damping of the coning motion while
the liquid in-plane moment can cause a frequency shift. Thus our primary interest is in the
liquid side moment coeflicient Cpsas since it deter:inines any instabilities that could occur.

The linear pressure at any point of the cylinder can be expressed in the coning coor-
_ dinates by combining Eqs.(10,11,107):

- =2 _ .3
:’a;’; = q [’ ,,r°—-R{(g+if)K‘}], 0 (or 7y or 7,) < 7 < 7
L &
r2__r2 ,:2__,.2
= ql{ — °]+ —L - R{(p+ )K"}, f<F<1 (149)

The linear coefficient of K* is defined as the pressure coefficient C, and can be expressed
in terms of Zgi(r) by use of Eqs.(36,51):

Co=q f[(2- flzr + z cxZek(r)Ge(r)] (150)

k=0
Note that the distinction between z,r and #,r vanishes in the linear terms.

The linear coefficients can be computed from the fluid mechanics theory of this report
by integrating the pressures and viscous stresses over the lateral cylindrical wall and the
two flat end-walls. If a central rod is present, its pressure and viscous contributions must
also be included. Using subscripts p for pressure, v for viscous, ¢ for lateral wall, e for end
wall and r for rod, we havel412l

CLSM + t'C[.IM = Cmpl + Cmpo + Cmpr + Cmvl + Crmve + me (151)

Expressions for the components in Eq.(151) are given in Table 4 for HSG and HSGB. The
table also applies to the S and SB theories when the Reynolds number is infinite, but
additional terms must be introduced for the boundary layer theories (SW, SWB, KGS,
KGSB), as indicated in Table 5.

The linear fluid moments can also be computed directly by differentiating the volume
integral of the angular momentum of all the liquid in the cylinder. To do this, we first
express the position and velocity vectors in earth-fixed cylindrical coordinates (é,,é,,é)):

R = (zég + ré,)a (152)
V = Vié, + V.é, + Vié (153)
é, = é,co88 +¢é,siné
= (=Néze + Yeyc)cosy + &, siny (154)
€ = €, X ¢,
= (Kége = 7€,c)8inY + é,.cosy) (133)
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Then . .
RxV =[rVhé; — zVié, + (zV, — rV;)ésa (156)

The angular momentum is
- 1 pA p2¢ - -
= o3 - g ga
I =a /o /_A[’ R x Vi dF d3 dp
= Llézc + Lzéyc + L3éze (157)
where expressions for the .L,' are given in Table 6.

The moment exerted by the liquid on the projectile is the negative of the derivative
of the liquid’s angular momentum:

M = -L
= ""(Llé“ + Lzé,c + Ly + 02 % L) (158)
For steady-state constant-amplitude liquid motion,
Ly = e=0 (159)
M = -r&é‘, x L
= 7¢[~KLsése + YLséye + (KLy = vL3)ésc] (160)
Fq.(160) - applied to definitions (147-148) - yields the very important result that
YCLrm = —Crsy (161)

This result has been obtained elsewherel®#, but the above is the simplest, most direct
derivation and is based solely on the assumption of steady-state, constant-amplitude mo-
tion given by Eq.(159).

The first terms in an expansion in K of the L;’s, obtained by use of Egs.(16-18), are
given in Table 6. Substituting these small-K expressions for the L;’s in Eq.(158), we obtain

Cirv ~ —~R{$)} ‘ (162)
Cism+iCumn = (1-ie)(S+2iB,) (163)

Since CLam is a quadratic coefficient, it can’t generally be computed from a linear theory.

Eq.(162) neglects the nonlinear part of L. For L, = 0, Eq. (162) gives the correct quadratic

coeflicient.
It is easy to show that S vanishes for f = 0. Therefore, for r = e = 0,
Crsm=Crau =0 (164)
CLim = 2B, (165)

Values of Cpgpr + iCria obtained by this angulu momentum approach will be denoted as

Cmm. The appropriate formulas are given in Table 7; the derivation of these formulas is
given in Appendix B.
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IX. Numerical Results

1. Surface Integral versus Volume Integral

In the HSG, KGS and SW theories, the liquid moments were originally computed
by integrating the pressure and wall shears over the walls of the container (see Tables 4
and 5). The volume integral method (Table 7) should give the same results if the velocity
perturbation functions satisfy the linearized Navier-Stokes equations and the boundary
conditions. For a sufficient number of eigenfunctions, this is the case for the HSG theory:
the two values of Cisum are equal. In Figure 2, Crsy values obtained from HSG by both
the surface and volume integral methods are plotted versus the number of eigenvalues used,
for Re = 500, A = 3.1 and 7 = 0.1. For 28 eigenvalues or more, the values from the two
methods are essentially equal. For a smaller number of eigenvalues, the two values differ,
but the volume integral result is always closer to their common value for more than 28
eigenvalues. This figure also shows the error of the fit to the end-wall boundary condition;
we see that the CLsy are the same when the error is less than 0.1G.

Gansl® uses the volume integral method in his version of SW and he notes that this
method correctly predicts that the side moment coefficient goes to zero as 7 goes to zero,
whereas SW results based on the surface integral method do not have this property. Both
Rosenblati!¥l in his finite element calculations and Herbert(!%) in his spectral method use
the volume integral approach. Herbert emphasizes the value of the volume integral in
giving better results for the approximate theories. Indeed, for the approximate boundary
layer theories at low Reynolds numbers, the average error in velocity predictions should
be much less than the error in the velocity gradients at the boundary.

In Figure 3, the volume and surface integral results for KGS and SW are compared at
Re = 500, A = 3 and 7 ranging from 0 to 0.20. The exact HSG values are also given in the
figure. The surface integral results are essentizlly worthless, but the volume integral results
are quite good, with KGS somewhat better than SW. For this reason, we will routinely
use the volume integral to compute the liquid moments for all theories.

2. Fully Filled Cylinders

Historically, our interest in the moment produced by highly viscous Jiquids is based on
experiments by Miles Millerl®!l. He measured the ligaid roll moment in a coning, spinning,
liquid-filled cylinder and showed that at a Reynolds number of about 150, the liquid roll
moment was large enough to cause flight instabilitiesi®!). The theoretical basis for this
very impottant result is Eq.(161), which directly relates the liquid roll moment of Miller's
experiments to the liquid side moment that controls flight instabilities.

In Figure 4, we plot the negative of Miller'sP3~3IC pp versus logioRe for a fully
filled cylinder of fineneas ratio 4.5 and r = 0.1. This figure also gives the HSG, KGS and
SW curves for Crsw. For HSG and KGS, we see good qualitative agreement but poor
quantitative agree.nent with the Miller data for Re less than about 20.

The most striking feature revealed by Figure 4 is the exceptional ability of the KGS
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theory to predict the much more soundly based HSG curve. The three theories are com-
pared for two other fineness ratios, 3 and 1.5, in Figures 5 and 6, respectively, and we
see that the excellent agreement for the KGS theory persists for all Reynolds numbers
greater than unity. The SW theory, however, does surprisingly well down to an Re of
100. Previous comparisons showed poor agreement for Re less than 1000. The primary
difference between the earlier computations and those of Figures 4-6 is that Figures 4-6
were obtained by (a) using the volume integral method, (b) adding the special eigenvalue
(see page 10), and (c) imposing a more exact boundary condition, Eq.(C19).

The SW method results in a very fast ccmputer code since it is based on linear
combinations of easily generated Bessel functions. Indeed, three-dimensional surfaces of
CLsum as functions of any two of the parameters (7, ¢, Re, A, o) can be obtained quickly in
the interactive mode on our VAX 8600.

The KGS method solves a sixth-order complex differential equation numerically for
a set of eigenvalues. These eigenvalues are quite easy to compute; usually, less than
twelve are required to satisfy the boundary conditions adequately. For Re less than 1000,
a single calculation of Cpsp takes less than 15 secords on our VAX, but the run time
increases with Reynolds number. The very exact HSG method unfortunately requires
many more eigenvalues (our code has an arbitrary, but easily extendable, limit of 72).
These eigenvalues are computed from tables of starting estimates and an iterative Newton
scheme.

The agreement between the theories as demonstrated by Figures 4-6 has a very im-
portant pay-off. For Reynolds numbers greater than 300, the improved SW method of this
report can be used to compute Crsas in a very fast interactive code. For Re between 0
and 300, HSG results can be reasonably well approximated by the KGS code, a process
somewhat slower than the SW program but still fully interactive.

This ability to obtain Crsa rapidly over a wide spectrum of Re values is demonstrated
by Figure 7, a three-dimensional plot of Cysp. versus Re and 7, for a fully filled cylinder
of fineness ratio 4.5. The plot was obtained from the KGS and SW codes. For the higher
Reynolds numbers, we see the characteristic resonance peak at about r = 0.20. For a fixed
7, a mild peak appears near Re = 50. Similar 3D figures were first made by Miller®?,

An important feature of Figure 3 that has not yet been addressed is the linearity of
Crsm with 7 for 7 less than 0.2. According to Eq.(148), a linear Crsp implies a side
moment that varies as the square of the coning frequency and is independent of the spin
rate.

The region of linearity in 7 can be characterized by the slopes ks and kgr, where
Cism = kst, Cipm = krr

and by 7., the maximum value of r for which linearity is valid. We will define 7., to be
the lowest positive r value for which Crsm/7 falls outside the interval 0.9kg to 1.1ks. In
Figures 8 and 9, we plot kg and 7., respectively, versus Re for Re between 0 and 1000.
As can be seen from Figure 9, for Re < 250 the side moment coefficient is linear with 7

for a substantial 7 range (viz., 7 < 0.2). This is precisely the experimental observation by
MillerPY for the liquid roll moment.
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3. Partially Filled Cylinders and Central Rods

Stewartson’s original inviscid work!! and Wedemeyer’s viscous extension(¥ covered
both fully and partially filled cylinders. Frasier®® extended the SW theory to a cylindrical
cavity with a central rod. Both the KGS and HSG theories(!®~'%?! were originally restricted
to fully filled cylindrical cavities. With the help of the very zeneral SUPORT subroutine(?®!,
it is quite easy to extend the KGS theory to partially filled .avities and central rods; this
has been done for this report. As mentioned earlier, the extension of the HSG theory to
these cases requires the forming of additional files of eigenvalues. These eigenvalues have
been obtained, using BRL’s CRAY supercomputers.

For Figure 10, the side moment coefficient has been computed by all three theories for
a partially filled cylinder of fineness ratio 3, with a Reynolds number of 500 and r = 0.10,
and plotted against the inner cylindrical free surface ratio b/a. As we would expect, the
side moment vanishes when this ratio is 1.0 and the cavity 13 empty. The generation of
HSG eigenfunctions gets to be too tedious for b/a > 0.9, but we see that the KGS theory
is a good approximation to the more exact HSG theory in the range 0 < b/a < 0.9.

Figure 11 is a similar plot for the central rod ratio d/a varying from 0 to 1. The HSG
eigenfunctions were only calculated for d/a up to 0.5. Once again, the computationally
simpler KGS theory is a good approximation to the HSG theory. Thus for most engineering
calculations, the KGS theory would be the one to use.

4. Binary Liquids

The SW theory was extended to binary liquids (SWB) in Refercnce 7. The extension
of the KGS and HSG theories to their binary versions, KGSB and HSGB, has been done
as part of this report. The eigenfunctions and boundary conditions for the KGSB theory
are essentially the same as those for the KGS theory; hence the eigenfunctions have no
difficulty fitting the lateral wall condition, Eq.(59). The HSG end-wall boundary condition,
Eq.(104), can be reasonably well satisfied by ten HSG eigenfunctions at Re = 10 and by
less than 72 HSG eigenfunctions for Re less than 2000. Unfortunately, this is not the case
for the HSGB boundary condition of Eq.(146) and the HSGB cigenfunctions. Even for
quite low Reynolds numbers, a large number of eigenfunctions is required. For this reason,
we have stopped (at least temporarily) running our HSGB program.

The great success of the IKGS theory, however, allows us to place primary reliance
on the KGSB theory to calculate the effect of binary liquids of different densities and/or
viscosities on the liquid side moment. For highk Reynolds number, good experimental agree-
ment has been obtained®; the validity of the KGSB theory at lower Reynolds numbers
will depend on future experiments.

In Figure 12, Crsa is plotted against 7 for a cylindrical cavity containing approxi-
mately equal amounts of liquid (r? = 0.49), the densities of the two liquids differing by 60%
(p2 = 0.4py) while the kinematic viscosities are equal. The two curves are for two kinematic
viscosity values, corresponding to Reynolds numbers of 300 and 500. The intcrface is at
ry = 0.7, the fineness ratio is 3.
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In Figure 13, we restrict ourselves to Re = 500, A = 3, and 7 = 0.15, but vary the
density ratio ¢; from 0 to 1. The two curves are for r, = 0.5 and r; = 0.7. The HSG value
for one liquid (g, = 1) is plotted and we see that the agreement is quite good. (It is a wise
practice to confirm KGSB calculations, where possible, with an HSG check point.)

Finally, in Figure 14 we consider a case where the inner liquid is very viscous and
comprises 98% of the cylinder volume (r; = 0.99). The small amount of outer liquid has
the same density but quite different viscosity. (In any experiment, the density of the outer
liquid would have to be slightly greater than that of the principal liquid so that the outer
liquid would be located near the cylindrical wall.) According to Figure 4, for A = 4.5
and 7 = 0.1, the maximum side moment coefficient occurs at an Re of approximately 50.
Hence in Figure 14, we set A = 4.5, 7 = 0.1 and Re(inner liquid) = 50 and we vary ¢; from
0.1 to 100. Ncte that the side moment coefficient essentially vanishes when the Reynolds
number of the outer liquid is 5000. This qualitative behavior has been observed by Miller.
It is interesting to note that for the second curve (A = 3), the side moment is relatively
insensitive to g¢,.

X. Svmmary

1. The four liquid payload theories - S, SW, KGS and HSG - have been developed

here in a single theoretical framework.

2. A very simple and elegant derivation of the relation between liquid side moment
and liquid roll moment is given.

3. Moment coefficients have been computed by both surface integral and volume
integral and the clear superiority of the volume integral is demonstrated.

4. Eigenvalue tables for a wide range of 7’s and Reynolds numbers have been generated
to allow quicker HSG calculation of the side moment coefficient. These tables originally
applied only to a fully filled cylindrical cavity but they have heen expanded to include
partially filled cylinders and cylinders with a central rod.

5. Side moment coefficients computed from the more convenient KGS theory are
shown to be good approximations to those obtained by the more exact HSG theory. This

agreement is shown to exist not only for fully filled cylinders but for partially filled cylinders
and cylinders with a central rod as well.

6. Although the binary version of HSG often fuils to satisfy the end-wall boundary
condition, the binary version of KGS does not have this difficulty and gives good agreement
with experiments at high Reynolds numbers.

7. KGSB, the binary version of KGS, was used to determine the effect of a small
amount of lower viscosity liquid on the side moment. The theory predicts the large decrease
in side moment that has been observed experimentally.




Table 1. The Siewartson Z;;’s as Bessel Functions

Zve = 7257 [Eddo + F Yol + 2m: [ Exdt + Fi Y1)

(1 f)f (3- /)

Zop = EuU + FYo) + =2 [EWJy + Fi Y

(3 f)
Z3k = (3 j)r[EkJO + Fk}/O] + [ 3-f)re - (1= /)2] [Ek-]l + Fk}l]

Zu = 2% (Ey + FY)]

2

Zsk = M[Ek'jo + F.Ys] -

= EcJi + FiYy)

(1~ /)[

Zei = ExJy+ B
where
=/@-H0+ /-1
Jn = Jal( fsAer)
= Bessel function of the first kind of order n
Y, =Ya(foAir)
= Bessel function of the second kind of order n

and where the E,’s and F}’s are determined by the boundary conditions.
The condition Z;,(1) = 1, for example, requires that

(1= Hfsdedoa + (14 F)J1a]Ee + (1= f)fsdYoa + (1 + V1) Fi = =i(3 = f)(1 + f)

where the subscript ‘a’ on a Bessel function denotes the value at r = 1.
For the fully-filled case, the condition Zs(0) = 0 requires that F}, = 0.
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Table 2. Eigenvalues for a fully-filled cylinder, Re = 10, 7 = 0.

j[-Family 1 -] - Family 2 - | - Family 3 -
1] .904, 4.290 1.962, -3.697 | 1.309, 1.518
2| .573, 7.528|1.925, -6.702 | 2.837, 6.690
3| .415,10.796 | 1.983, -9.791 | 2.567, 9.787
4 { .326, 14.052 | 2.054, -12.891 | 2.484, 12.895
5| .269, 17.289 | 2.124, -15.997 | 2.463, 16.005
6| .229, 20.510 | 2.188, -19.109 | 2.468, 19.117
7| .200, 23.718 | 2.247, -22.225 | 2.485, 22.233
8| .177, 26.915 | 2.301, -25.346 | 2.508, 25.353
9| .159, 30.103 | 2.349, -23.470 | 2.533, 28.477
10 [ .144, 33.283 | 2.393, -31.598 | 2.558, 31.603
11| .132, 36.458 | 2.433, -34.727 | 2.583, 34.732
12| .121, 39.628 | 2.469, -37.859 | 2.606, 37.863
13| .112, 42.793 | 2.501, -40.992 | 2.628, 40.996
14 | .104, 45.955 | 2.529, -44.127 | 2.648, 44.130
151 .006, 49.114 | 2.554, -47.263 | 2.665, 47.266
16 | .090, 52.270 | 2.575, -50.401 | 2.680, 50.403
17 | .084, 55.424 | 2.593, -53.539 | 2.693, 53.541
18 | .078, 58.576 | 2.608, -56.679 | 2.703, 56.680
19| .073, 61.725 | 2.619, -59.820 | 2.710, 59.821
20 | .069, 64.872 | 2.627, -62.962 | 2.714, 62.962
21| .064, 68.017 | 2.631, -66.105 | 2.715, 66.105
22 | .060, 71.160 | 2.630, -69.250 | 2.712, 69.249
23 ! .055, 74.300 | 2.626, -72.396 | 2.705, 72.394
24 | .051, 77.437 | 2.616, -75.544 | 2.694, 75.542
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Table 3. Auxiliary Functions for the KGSB and HSGB Solutions

2148(r) = Z1e + dkZre + exZrae + fi 2ok
Zun(r) = Zax + diZsr + exZvak + frZaok
Z3kB(r) = Zax + deZox + exZisk + felak
Z4n(r) = Zu + deZrok + exZiek + fiZank
Zskp(r) = Zsk + diZvik + ex v + fiZa
Zeks(r) = Zek + diZrak + exZisk + feZauk

The three sets (Zji)j=r..12, (Zjk)j=13..18 (Zja)j=10..24
satisfy the homogeneous form of the boundary conditions
satisfied by the set (Z;s);=1..6. At the interface:

forj=7 13 19

]k(r,) = 1 0 0

Z(,+1),,(r,) = 0 1 0

Z(ipa(r1) =0 0 1
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Table 4. Liquid Moment Coefficients

Compe = i(1 = i€) {[f = 2 = coZao(1)]47/3 — (1/24) T e DiZex(1)}

Conpe = i(1 = i€) [(2 = £)B1 + co Jly a1e Zeo(r)r3dr + (1/A) E cagu [, q1r Zeu(r)r dr]

. Compr = —iquro(1 = i€) {{(f = 2)ro = coZeo(r0)]A?/3 = (1/24) T ce DiZex(ro)}

Cont = 152 {coliZso(1) = (A7/3)Zso(1)] + £ [TZ) — DaZu)]}

Conve = 220 {2/ B2 + co [}, 0 [2Z10(r) = Zao(r)]r dr + T exdwhi [ 93r[2Z1(r) = Zaa(r)]r dr}
Coner = = 228025 {17 Zso(r0) = (47/3) Zao(ro)] + £ e |DotaZualra) _ DaZutral]}

where all summations are for k = 1 to N and where
By=[1-(1=q)r}-aqrj]/4
By = (1= (1= q)r{ - qr3]/2
co = f for HSG or HSGB
= 0 otherwise
D, = [, 2Gi(z)dz
@ir=q (r <)

=1 (r>r1)

=1(r>r)

1 = q3 = 1 for a single liquid




Table 5. Boundary Laver Modifications to the Liquid Moment Coefficients

For SW, SWB, KGS and KGSB:

Conve = L5 { (1= 34)2f By + I, culMehe = 304) [t 43 [2Z0(r) = Zox(r)]r dr |
For SW and SWB:

In Compi, replace Zex(1) by Zei(1) — 2i6,e2F1(1)

In Copr, replace Zei(ro) by Ze(ro) + 2isez Fi(ro)

In Conu, veplace Zsi(1) by Zsi(1) — 67 e2Z(1)
and replace Z(1) by Za(1) — 1671 ea Fy(1)

In Cpmyr, replace Zui(ro) by Zsi(ro) + 6 ' e2Z4x(ro)
2nd replace Zau(ro) by Zsiro) + 18 'ea Fi(1o)

where 3 =(1+1)/(1 + f)Re,/2

F](T) ng(r) Z”‘(r +7‘
66 _ 6°q2-l/2
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Table 6. Components of the Liquid Angular Momentum

L = Lyése+ Loéyc + Laés
where
;= a' 3 [ 37 p(F)NGF dip dF dF
and where
p(F) =0, 0<F< i)
=p1, F(E,9) <F < FilE9)
=p, F(EP)<i<
Ny = vV + K[(zV, = rV;)siny + zV; cos 9]
N, = KrVy - y[(zV, = rV;)siny + 2V cos 1]
N3 = (zV, = rV;)cos ) —zVjsiny
For small K,
Ly = 2ma*$B,
L; = mLazq.&I\'R{z'S'}
L3 = mpa?dK R{S)
where
$=I+(1-a)fF(n)+aaufFi(ro)
I'=~(1/24) fA, 1} quelFGF - w) + #(u + iu + 2iZ|F drdz
FRi(r) = =gz J2alu(r, ) +i(1 = f)3) dz

g4 = 1 for partial fill; zero otherwise
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Table 7. Liquid Moment Coefficients Computed from the Angular Momentum

For HSG, HSGB, S and SB:
Com = (1= i€){2iBy + fIFs + (1 = @) fFa(r1) + @ (f + a4 = Famo0)}}
For KGS and KGSB, add:
(ACmm), = =(1 —ie)f {{(48 = 1)/ Fu = (1 - AR - (1 - q)Ex(r) - ‘11‘14F2(7'0)}
For SW, add (ACmm), plus
(ACmm); = =(1 — i€)f6. EFy(1)es
For a central rod, using SW, add (ACmm);, (QCmm), and
(ACmm)s = =(1 — i€} f& EFs(ro)e
All summations are for k = 1 to N and
By=[1-(1-q)rf-arl]/2
E =1 — elro=1/b
Fur) = 5 {(24%/3) [ £ = coZuo(r)] = (1/A) T s DaZus(r) }
Fy(r) = — i {4852 [2F = (1/A) T canl22ua(r) = Zu(r)]] - 4531 T exguZun(r)}
Fy = —i(By + 2B3A%/3) = colo + T cali(hu = 295/ Ade)
Fy=2fBs = (1/A) T cyquha
F(ry=r {f‘4’/3 +(1/24) T ea{ Da[Zas(r) = Zis(r)] - 2rg,.Z4,,(r)//\;,}}
L= [y qurZa(r)r? dr

L= [} @1, (2Z0a(r) = Zaa(r)ir dr

L a=-if/3-H/0+ )

/),, - ﬁqq;lﬂ
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Table 8. Liquid Moment Coefficient Differences for Partial Fill and L # 0

ACmp/L? = =i(1 = i€)[f = Zar(1) + (1/A) T As cra Zas(1)
ACnu/L? = (1 = ie)(Re)™"(Zaz(1) = (1/A) T A eraZu(1)
ACm"/Lz = iro(l - ie)[fro - Zg[,(ro) + (I/A)E /\E‘CLgZ“(ro)

ACmer/L? = =ro(1 = ie)(Re)~{Zar(ro) = (1/A) T A3  craZar(ro)

where all summations are for k = 1 to N
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Appendix A: Effect of Center-of-Mass Axial Offset

If the projectile’s center of mass is not at the center of the cylinder, the liquid moment
should be computed relative to the projectile’s center of mass. Since the projectile’s coning
motion is relative to its center of mass, the boundary conditions on the liquid are also
changed. In this appendix, we will consider both of these effects.

We will locate the projectile’s center of mass relative to the center of the cylinder by
the dimensionless distance L = h/a. This distance will be negative if the projectile center

. of mass is tc the rear of the cylinder center. Eqs.(10-12) become
z-L = #-L+7R{Ke™%) (A1)
. r = 7-(3-L)R{Ke %) (A2)
by = - (" = L) R{iKe=%) (43)

The new boundary conditions become:

(a) on the cylindrical wall (F = 1):

w(l,z) = i(1-f) (44)
wl,z) = -t~ f)z~-1L) (A5)
yl,z) = =(1-f)z-1L) (A6) |

(b) on the end-walls (2 + A): 1‘

w(r,x4) = (1= fr (A7)
u(r,xA) = i(1-fY(FA-L) (A8)
(r,xd) = (1-f)(FA-L) (A9)

if we add a subscript ‘c’ to w, u,p, ¢ and C, to denote those variables for L = 0, then
more general variables :an be defis i by the relahom

w = w+Lf [rzw(") + E:l CLs-Zu(f)Gi(I)] (A410)

U = u-L [i(l =N+ faulr)+ fémz,.(r)m(:)] (.411)

‘ K-iv = u-ir LS [Zu(r) + émzu(r)ﬁk(r)] (A412)
p =p+L [(1 =+ fZeu(r) + f é cuz,.(r)H.(z)]' (413)

C = Co+Llf [—fr + Zas(r) + é CuZu(r)H.(x)] (A14)
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The terms involving Z;; must satisfy the linear Navier-Stokes equations. This means that
they are solutions of Eqs.(52-57) when index k is replaced by the symbol L in cach subscript
and when

AL=0, Apn=1, A =0 (A15)

It can easily be seen that the other terms multiplied by L and outside the summation are
also solutions of Eqs.(52-57) with k replaced by L.

We now require that ti.: terms multiplied by L satisfy the boundary conditions mul-
tiplied by L. For 57 = 1,

Z11(1) = ZoL(1) = Za(1) =0 (A16) "
For the interior boundary conditions:
(a) for a fully-filled cylinder:
Z6L(0) = Zo(0) = Zu(0)=0 (A17)

(b) for a partially-fi'led cylinder:

i"oZIL("o) _ 22;1,(7'0)

ZGL(ro) + 1= f Re = f;-o (_418)
Zsilro) = 0 (A19)
roZst(ro) —122L(ro) = 0 (420)

(c) for a cylinder with a central rod:
Zy.(ro) = Zar(ro) = Zar(ro) = 0 (421)

Note that Eqs.(35-56) contain only Z,; and Z5;. Since the boundary conditions for
these variables are homogeneous,

Za(r) = Zsu(r) =0 (422
On the end-walls:
v
Y cuZulr)y = 0 (423)
k=]
v
ZiL(r) + Y cumiZu(r) = 0 (A24)
k=
,vl
Zu(r)+ Y chiZulry = 0 (.123)
k=l

For the fully filled and central rod cases, all the boundary conditions are homogencous
and therelore

Z,ur) =0 (A26)




For these cases, Eqs.(A23-A25) can be satisfied by
s =0 (A27)

and only the pressure components of the liquid moment are affected. If moments are
computed with respect to the actual center of mass, the entries for Cpp and Cpmyy in Table
4 must be modified by the following increments:

ACmp = —i(1 —ie)fL? (A28)
ACpmpr = ir3(1 —ie)fL? (A29)

For the partially-filled case, however, the presence of the free surface makes the situa-
tion much more complicated. Four of the entries in Table 4 must be modified; the required
increments are given in Table 8.







Appendix B: Linear Moment from Angular Momentum

If we apply Egs.(10-12,19-21) to the definitions of the N;’s (Table 6), we obtain the

following linear expansions:

N = adl@ + Kgi] - (BY)
Ny = -a[Fzcosdh +(K/2R{iN + gs)] (B2)
Ni = —aé [fzsing + (K/2)R{N + go})] (B3)
where
N = #(iF - ) + #u +ip + 2i7)
9 = gi(F,3,9)
- gidp =0
Since

KF) = 0, 0<F<Fy,9)
= py, F(2,9) <F < Fi(E,9)
1,y Ft(i"b.) < F ..<. 1

we can write

i ' / ': o" PN dip d2 dF = My; + g My; + qu Ms; + My (B4)
where
1 fA p2r -
M = /"/.A/o Q. N;7 dy dz dF
My, Msj, My; = /:‘ /:'/':. N;f dF d di
(rasrs) = (Fy, 7o) for My,
= (7y,7i) for My
= (7, F) for M
For a central rod, 7y = 7o and M;; = 0. Linear expansions of the M;;’s yield

Ly = 2mpa%$B, (B3)
Ly = mya®$KR{iS) (B6)
Ly = mpa’$KR(S) (BT)

where
S = I+(1 = q)fF(n) + g f Fa(ro)
[ = -(1/24)/'/‘ N7 didF
re _AQIH T

rd A
[Fy(r) = T /_ Ju(r2) +i(1 - f)3)2 dz
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and where ¢4 = 1 for the partially filled case and zero otherwise.

Note from the definition of .V that the M, ’s involve the volume integral V; of F(iFf —w)
and the volume integral 13 of #(u + 1ty + 2:1). We now derive a relation between 1} and V;

in order to eliminate V3. The continuity equation for the perturbation velocity functions
isi10.11]. .

0(7:2) . Ow
— Al ——— = BS
o7 o+ "ai 0 ( )

If we integrate by parts the volume integral of ¢,,77C. we obtain
A (12 ! IR AL B ! < A 22 g
/ {[r IL] +[q,r g_] }zdz+/ qir [Fw)” 71 dF
—A ry irg ro

1 A
-/ /,. o l(u + iv)E + wi]F di dF = 0 (B9)

C=

Adding :Z and iF terms as needed to obtain the desired expressions, we have
/_: {[F’(u + ii)]:‘ + [ (u+ u)]‘} #di + /' e [E(w — i7))4 7 dF
*/': j/_: Qe{(u + v+ 23 + (w—17)F|F dEdF =0 (B10)
which reduces to the desired relation:

1 A 1 A
(1/2‘4)/, /_A Do + v + 2083 di dF = (1/24) [ /.4 oo (iF = ) dE dF

1 = HflnFa(ro) + (1 = q)Fy(ry) = Fx(1))
+ifBy(24%/3) - if B, - G (B11)

where
2 -
Fy(r) = 2(—1':-f—) {247/3) [ = coZuo(r)] = (1/4) T cuDuZus(r)}
fG = /" @ (11 = f)F = w(F, A)F? dF

According to the boundary conditions, F3{1) and G are zero. This, of course, may not be
the case for a finite number of eigenfunctions or for boundary layer solutions based on an
approximate form of the continuity equation. However, F3{1) = 0 is a valid assumption
for HSG and HSGB. The actual nonzero value of F3(1) will be computed for the boundary
layer theories. G will be computed exactly in all the theories.

Eq.(B11) can now be used to derive the formulas in Table 7.




Appendix C: End-Wall Boundary Layer Relations

The usual boundary layer assumptions can be made tor the linearized Navier-Stokes
equations [Egs.(29-32)] in the vicinity of the end walls (z = +A). The subscript “be” will
denote end-wall boundary layer functions. ,

Ouy, Ow,,

St e TimetrpE = 0 (C1)
(f - D -2 = 3 (©2)
= D+ 2 = - (©

% o (C4)

If the longitudinal symmetry of the boundary conditions is used, the solutions y;, and v,

to these equaticas take simple forms closely related to those given in References (4] and
[12]. ' ’

we = (if/D[-A(r)Ga(z) + B(r)Gi(z)] (C5)
te = (f/2IA(r)Ga(z) + B(r)GCi(z)] (C6)
where

G. = sin(taz)/sin(iad)
sin(tBz)/ sin(iA)
(1= {3 - f)Re/2'?
B = (1+i)[(1+ f)Re/2)'/?

The functions A(r) and B(r) are determined by the no-slip conditions at z = A. If we
denote the left sides of Eqs.(33-38) by w, 4, v, p, we can write

o
N

5]
]

wWr,A) = (4 Use)ema =-i(1 - f)A - (c7)
ur,A) = (0 + Uy)ema = =(1 - f)A (C8)
Thus
fFA(r) = (0 +it)sma = =if Y caZa(r) (C9)
fB(r) = ={0=id=2(1=f)z]can
= ~if{2fA=Y ai(2Zu(r) - Zau(r)]} (C10)

The continuity equation can now be used to obtain a relation for w,,:

L=l [1+0C(a) (3= £ICu=)] Bulr.A)
Wee = 30= 1) R oz (€1

The boundary condition for the velocity normal to the end walls is

w(r,£A) = (@ + Wiy )sasa = (1 = f)r (012)
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or

Z ceZa(r)cos(MeA) + Aid. sin(Ae d)] =0 (C13)
where
_ -1 1+f 3-f
= gy
_ (140 1+ f +i(3—f)]
T 21-f)V2Re |V3-T  VI+7J

Thus )\, must be selected so that
co3(AeA) + Ad, sin(MA) =0 (C14)

The boundary condition for the normal velocity at the lateral wall is affected by the
presence of the boundary layers at the end walls.

w(l,7) = u(1,2) + we(l,2) = =i(1 - f)z (C15)
This reduces to
| 2 aZiw(D)Gi(2) + (i/2)[- A1)G.(2) + B(1)Gy(z)] = f2 (C15) =

Now

A1) = 0 (C17)

B(1) = -2if(A-Y aq) (C18)
where

g2 = Gu(A)

We seiect the Z,4's to be unity and the a,'s to be the least squares fit of

Za.(G.(:) - g.G.(x)] =BT - AG.(:) (Clg)

Eq.(C19) differs slightly from the usual conditions for the a,s. For very low Reynolds
numbsers, this difference is significant and hence (C19) is used in the KGS and SW codes.




Appendix D: Lateral-Wall Boundary Layer Relations

From Eqs.(29-32), the boundary layer equations near the lateral wall (r = 1) can
easily be written. The subscript “b¢” will denote lateral wall boundary layer functions.

X _ gy 2 (D1)
95%-( = —2;““ (D2) i
. 1 Py,
(f =Dy = E’;&T (D3)
. 1
(=D = 235" (D4) ‘
The solution of Eqs.(D3-D4) can be written in the form
wue = wn(z)ezpl(r — 1)/8.] + vo(z)ezp{(ro — r)/44] (D5)
we = wi(z)ezp{(r — 1)/4,] + wo(z)ezp{(ro — r)/b4] (D6)
The no-slip condition at r = 1 yields
¥(l,z) = L)+ +ean=—(1-f)z (D7)
w(l,z) = @(1,2) +wy +eywo = i(1 = f) (D8)

where

e = ezp{(ro—1)/6a) .
2 = dt+w, | /
= Wy, v

For the partial-fill case, no shear at the free surface yields

vy -ty = 0 (D9)
qwy~wy = 0 (D10)
Thus
" -(1—{):;;&11.:); o = ey (D11)
w = i(l‘{)+‘e;k(l¢z); wo = e wy (D12)
For a central rod,
f(ro.2) +eyvy +v9 = =(1-f)z (D13)

wiro,2) +eywy +wy = (1= f)rp (D14)




Thus

—(1-fiz-2(1,2) B ey[e(l, 1) = &(ro, 7))

= D15
“1 1+¢ 1 e} ( )
ve = "(1 _f)-r—'ﬁ(rOvz) + ex{i(l»l)"gl("o»-t)] (DIG)
1+ €1 1- 1
o = i(l—f)—z_‘g(l.r)_elii(l.r)—ii_'(ro,z)] (D17)
1 +¢ 1 -¢3
1= firg —t(ro.z)  eli(l.z) = (ro, 1))
- : . 18
o 1+ e + 1 - e (D18)
The continuity equation can now be used to obtain a relation for ug,.
ripe(r, z) = 8. {urezp{(r — 1)/8a] — uoexp((ro — r)/6.]} (D19)
where
b2 = (1+1)[2(1 = f)Re]™V/?
uy = il)\ ot LL’; (DQO)
Ug = ity — gl (D21)
For a partial fill,
M D22
= + el (D22
Ug = (4% 1] (D23)
where .
For a central rod,
LI (|A.
= ( D24)
" l1+e 1= (D24)
P (D25)

vhere

Thus




—e? .
up(l,z) = (i " z;) Ug partial fill (D26a)
1
= (1 - e‘) 2 ) A rod (D26b)
T \l+4e e 1-¢f
upe(ro,z) = 0 partial fill (D27a)
_ (l=-& 2e; .
- (1+e,)“‘+(1-ef)A rod (D27b)

The A* termns in the rod expressions abcove are usually much smaller in magnitude than
the other terms and will be neglected.

The boundary condition at r = 1 can be written as

6(1,2) + we(1,2) + ae(1,2) = ~i(1 = f)z , (D28)
or
. dae2 du(r,z)|  _ .
i) - (72) [ - ] - i(l- Nz -w(lz)  (D29)
where 1= et :
e = -1—;—:1-, n =1 for a central rod; 2 otherwise
1

The boundary condition at the rod surface (r = ry) is similar to (D29):
S.roez ) {Oﬁ(r,z)

ro + 8,62

ﬂ(ro,x) + (

o ]'". = =i(1 = f)z = w4 (ro, 2) (D30)







List of Symbols
a radius of the liquid-payload cylinder

ax coefficients i a least-squares fit of z to a sine series
{ax =0 for k = 0,2,4,...)

ax, bi coefficients in vhe definitions of Z:x5 and Zexs, Eqs.(122-123)
A c/a, fineness (aspect) ratio of th.e cyiinder

- b radius of the inner cylindrical ‘ree surface in a

i partially-filled cylinder

B r=% + AZ - i(1 = f)Re ireplace Ke by g3, Re for the two-liquid case]
By [1-(1=q)rf-arg)/4
B, [1-(1 =)} - qrd)/2
Bs 1= =) -ardl/2
¢ half-height of the liquia-payload cyiinder
co ] for HSG oe HSGB; = 0 otherwise
i .onstant multipliers in the definiticns of Z.;, £gs.(46-51); Fourier

coeflicients choeen to satisfy boundary ¢ uditions

CuserCmpl, Cmpe  that part of Crsae+ iCriame due to the pressere on the end-walls,
lateral wall, and rod, respectively :

muey Cmoly Cmer  that part of Crea 4 iCLin due to the viscous stress on the end-walls,
lateral wall, and rod, respectivaiy

CFD Computational Fluid Dynamics

Cisu +iCLiv (M +1M,.)/mpa?é*r K, the liquid side moment and
in-plane moment coefficicnts

Ciam M../mpa” $'7 K2, the liquid roll moment coeflicient

C, press.e coefficient, Eq.(150)

d radius of a central rod within the cylinder




f;‘A rG(z)dr

€ (R/Ry)'/?, error measure of the fit to Eqs.(101-103)

€r,6p,84 unit vectors in the earth-fixed cylindrical system

€z, €y, €, unit vectors in the earth-fixed rectangular system

€rey €yes €re unit vectors in the coning aeroballistic system

e1 exrpl(ro — 1)/é4]

€2 (1 ~e?)/(1+¢7) wheren =1 for a
zentral rod; otherwise, n = 2

' e3 exp{(ri = 1)/8]
e @1+ g5+ (1= gs)ed] = (1 = q1)(1 + €3)4,
i e (1+q5 = (1=qs)e3]/[1 + g5 +(1 "Is)fg’]
es (14 g5 + (1 = gs)ey][1 - esé,]
f (1-1e)r
f ~2i(1 = f)/(1 + f)
fy (3-Ha+ N -1
Tk Gi(A), see Eq=.(101-102)
G functions of z in the expressions for y, v, and P Eqs.(34-36); Go =z
h distance from the projectile center of mass

to the cylinder center of inass (positive if the
projectile c.m. if forward of the cylinder c.m.)

hy H.(4), see Eq.(103)
H, functions of r in the expression for 1, Eq.(33); Hy =1 .
HSG Hall-Sedney-Gerber method, Ref. [21]

HSGB HSG Binary method




I J @1 Za(r)r? dr

Jo, N1 complex Bessel functions of the first kind, order 0 and 1
(with argument fyd;r)

k summation index for the perturbation variables,
Eqs.(33-36),k = 0,1,2,..., N

K sin a,

KGS Kitchens-Gerber-Sedney method, Ref. {10]
KGSB KGS Binary method

K Ke® = Kyeit/o-9

Ko the value of K at erg = 0; K = Roet™®

L h/a

L angular momentum of the liquid

my 2xa’cpr

M liquid moment

M My, M, components of the liquid moment in the coning system

P liquid pressure
Po valueof pat r =0, K =0
pir.z) complex pressure perturbation, nondimensionalized by pya?¢?
N P/ ;m
Vr) )
‘ V2] m/m = q/q
a4 1 for the partial fill case; 0 otherwise

qs n/ q;n




Q1r
qar

qar

TITY

TiyT§

Yoy Ty

To

™

(')

(r

=1}

R{}
Re

q1 (forrg<r<r)orl (forrm <r)
g2 (forrg <r<r)orl (forr <r)
g3 (forrg <r<r)orl(forr <r)

earth-fixed and coning radial coordinates, respectively,
nondimensionalized by the radius a

earth-fixed radial coordinate of the cylindrical wall,
nondimensionalized by a

earth-fixed and coning radial coordinates of the free surface in a

partially-filled cylinder, nondimensionalized by a

earth-fixed and coning radial coordinates of the two-liquid interface
(for small-amplitude coning motion), nondimensionalized by a

earth-fixed and coning radial coordinates of the

rod, nondimensionalized by «

(a) for a fully-filled cylinder, 0

(b) for a partially-filled cylinder, the radius b/a of the inner
cylindrical surface (for no coning motion)

(c) for a cylinder with a central rod, the rod radius
nondimensionalized by a

earth-fixed radial coordinate of the two-liquid interface (for
no coning motion), nondimensionalized by a

inner-liquid value at r,

outer-liquid value at r,

function minimized in the determination of the ¢,'s, Eq.(104)
position vector

real part of a complex quantity

Reynolds number, «23/v (or, for two liquids,
a?¢/vy, the outer-liquid Reynolds number)

Re for v = v,




Ro

Ry, Ry, R
S

SB

SW

SWB

u(r, )

R(rvz)

~

|4
Ve, Voo Vi

HL(rv I)

X

4¥¢v},ﬂ Zl .

YQ‘ Yl

Znh

@y

value of R for ¢ =0

functions used in determining the c;’s, Eqs.(101-103)
Stewartson inviscid method

Stewartson Binary inviscid method

Stewartson- Wedemeyer high-Re method
Stewartson-Wedemeyer Binary high-Re method

complex radial veloaity perturbation,
nondimensionalized by a¢

complex azimuthal velocity perturbation,
nondimensionalized by a¢

velocity vector

velocity components in the earth-fixed cylindrical system

complex axial velocity perturbation,
nondimensionalized by a¢

earth-fixed aad coning axial coordinates, respectively,
nondimensionalized by the radius e

axis along the projectile’s axis of symmetry

axes in the earth-fixed system, X, initially along
the velocity vector, Z, downward

complex Bessel functions of the second kind, order 0 and 1
(with argument mA,r

complex perturbation variables formed from (i, tia, Ox, pa, W}, 01 ),
Eqs.(46-51)

(1=i)/(3 = /)Re/2 = =iB\/(3 = f)/(1 + )

total angle of attack; the angle between the
X and X, axes




17 1/

Pl

Pr. P2

(1+13)(1+ f)Re/2

COS (x¢
Saq; '
6. for Re = Re, .

ZaiB(r}) = Zaas(ry), the jump in Z.ip at the two-liquid interface
(yaw damping rate)/(coning rate) = (I\/I\)/(d)c,)
earth-fixed azimuthal coordinate

complex eigenfrequencies arising in the expressions for the perturbacion
variables, Eqs.(33-36), where Ao = 0

0(ifk =0), A\ (if £>0)

1(fk =0), Ay (if k> 0)

outer- and inner-liquid dynamic viscosities, respectively (u; = v;p;)
kinematic viscosity of the liquid

average two-liquid value of the kinematic viscosity, Eq.(126)

onter- and inner-liquid kinematic viscosities, respectively

density of the liquid (or, for two liquids, the
density p, of the outer liquid)

outer- and inner-liquid densities, respectively
84/
ot, the roll angle

spin rate (assumed positive and constant); the axinl component
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Pa

da

of the projectile’s angular velocity with respect to an inertial frame

the angle between the Z,-axis and the
normal to the X — X, plane

precessional rate of the angular motion performed
by the projectile about the velocity vector

0- ¢a =6- T¢
coning system azimuthal coordinate

angular velocity of the coning aeroballistic system

d( )/dt

d( )/dr
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